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[Dear Alex - I would appreciate your forwarding this and the 
material which will arrive tomorrow to the appropriate people 
there at Philip Morris. Some of the thoughts are not in final 
form, I am sure, but I wanted to get this to you as soon as 
possible. Various material will be forwarded by Air Express 
and should be delivered to you Thursday morning, January 17.] 


PROPOSED APPROACH 

I 

Theme: Tobacco has a long and honorable history and continues 

to be important to the welfare of this country. [Without being 
"hokey" point out that the first shipment of tobacco to England 
from Jamestown was over 350 years ago. King James I issued his 
famous "counter blast" but tobacco found 1 a secure place in 
American history (the Corinthian columns outside the Senate 
Chambers in Washington's Capitol Building are topped with capi¬ 
tals of tobacco leaves and blossoms). Nearly 3,000,000 Ameri¬ 
cans depend on tobacco growing and harvesting for their liveli¬ 
hood. Others are dependent on seasonal work or on the manufacture 
of tobacco products. Nearly $13 billion in retail sales each 
years are accounted for by tobacco. (Check Kloepfer for support.) 

II 

Theme: This recitation is not to justify the sale of cigarettes 

because of- tobacco's history or importance to the economy but to 
help illustrate the shock that was felt by persons connected with 
tobacco when serious accusations concerning smoking and health 
were made. This culminated in a feeling on the part of some that 
the Surgeon General's report in 1964 not only did not consider 
both sides of the question but, further, was used in an unfair 
and' misleading way to single out tobacco as a health risk. 

[Consider following references to excessive statements 
by ACS representatives and' others. See also Gellhorn article 
noting "misleading media coverage." (AH probably has copy - if 
not, TI can furnish) Advertising Age referred! to ACS commercials 
that said "without any qualification, that cigarette smoking, on 
1 the average, reduces a smoker's life by 8.3 years, and that every 
cigarette you smoke takes a minute of your life. These are wild 
•unsupported allegations. They should not be permitted 1 on the 
air." (Enclosure A in material to be shipped.) 








%.Source; https://wwwJndustrydocuments.ucsf,edu/(j^$/|1fv^tj§£^¥*--' 
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The ACS pamphlet, "Cancer Facts and Figures - 73" states 
that at least three out of four deaths from lung cancer would not 
have occurred if cigarette smoking had not been involved (page 26). ; 
This will be Enclosure B in the mailed material, which will also 
be referred to in other connections. The three out of four claim ' 
has been made in ACS pamphlets (C) as has the 8.3 years claim (D) . 

• - 

Dr. Sol R. Baker of Los Angeles, a Cancer Society Di- ■ 
rector, was reported in 1967 to have said that "lung cancer caused 
by cigarettes killed Nat King Cole, Walt Disney and Dick Powell ' 

■. among others in Hollywood in recent years." (how does he know :£§a|| 
such things?) Dr. Ashbel Williams, then President of the Cancer 
Society, was reported in the same article as saying that "Young ’ 
people now are taking up cigarette smoking, at such an early age 
. . . that lung cancer deaths will be in the 30 - 35 age bracket." ^ 
The trend is in the other direction as Langston points out. (D-l) 

(E) -'i 


In 1972, Dr. A. H. Letton, then President of the Ameri¬ 
can Cancer Society, gave an interview on the Today Show (October 
24 , 1972). He stated (F) that cancer of the lung is a preventable 
disease and that "85%" of this cancer could be prevented if they 
(men) would stop smoking. 


Dr. Baker and Dr. Williams appeared during the Cigarette 
Labeling: and Advertising Hearings, April 1969 (G) . Dr. Williams 
stated (311) that every "regular cigarette smoker damages himself, 
though not in the same degree." (H) Dr. Williams went on to say 
that a smoker at the age of 25 who smokes a pack or more a day can 
expect six and one half years less of life than men who have never 
smoked cigarettes regularly, that the Public Health Service has 
estimated that there are from 250 to 300,000 premature deaths each 
year as a result of cigarette smoking, and that more than 100,000 
physicians who used to smoke cigarettes have quit (312). It 
would, perhaps, be appropriate to consider in connection with 
those'life-shortened'smokers some of the long-lived smokers 
described by Dr. Alexander Leaf (I). The 250 to 300,000 pre¬ 
mature deaths has never been documented and its dubious origin! 
is discussed in an earlier version of "The Cigarette Controversy" 
(J). With regard to the 100,000 physicians. Congressman Preyer 
had several pertinent comments starting on page 346 of G. He 
also had observations on the premature deaths' figures. 


Williams went on to say that it was nonsense that there 
is a cigarette "controversy." (page 312) He stated that the 
"controversy exists in large part because of the great economic 
interests that are at stake and because of the vigorous campaign 
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by the tobacco industry to discredit scientific findings." He 
stated that the "responsible leaders in the tobacco industry" 
know that their "cries" that "we must demonstrate in detail how 
cigarettes do their damage before preventive action is taken are 
unwarranted." (312) 

On page 313, Williams makes this statement: "Unhappily 
in the last 15 years evidence has been uncovered that proves be¬ 
yond doubt that the people who make and sell cigarettes are now, 
through no fault of their own, in the tragic position of being 
merchants of death. Cigarettes last year caused more loss of 
American life than war, violence, riots." 

Williams' position seemed to be that there should be 
a warning in advertising. He wanted to see cigarette advertising 
on TV and radio ended "preferably on a voluntary basis." (314) 

It might be interesting to speculate on when the American Cancer 
Society will decide that it wants all advertising ended — they 
take a bite at a time so as not to seem greedy. (What is their 
latest position on print advertising, billboards, "T" & N, etc.) 
Williams testified in 1969 that the ACS favored "a befifed up 
warning label, and that it should be placed on all advertising" 
and if the advertiser "wishes to advertise with the warning label, 
that is his privilege." That way the public "will get both 
sides of the message ..." (341 - 342). He stated on 342 in 

answer to a question as to whether he favored banning advertising 
in newspapers that "it should carry the warning, but we have not 
said anything about banning the advertising." He stressed that 
it might be reviewed in the future but "at the moment we are not 
asking for it." 

At page 344 , Dr. Williams says in his personal practice 
the rate of lung cancer caused by cigarette smoking "runs more 
like 92%." 

In a pamphlet dated 12/68 on "tar and nicotine" the ACS 
states that a "smoker's lungs characteristically show a brownish- 
black color." Most pathologists seem to agree this is not true 
(K). On the other hand, it is not surprising to see such state¬ 
ments in view of a quotation attributed 1 to Dr. A. H. Letton, the 
Society's public education chairman, that "the tobacco industry 
spends $2 billion annually 'trying to talk children into smoking'" 
(L: Medical Tribune and' Medical News - date? - received by us 1967) 

Although Dr. E. Cuyler Hammond is reported to have stated 
in 1971 that "there is a new glimmer of hope that the rate of lung 
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cancer may be on the way down" the 1973 ACS pamphlet (B) states 
that the toll of lung cancer is "still rising on epidemic scale." 
(This may be explained by indicating that the rate of increase 
is lessening but might still make an interesting point.) The 
1971 Hammond quote is L-l. 


'••*%sSSS 


Page 25 of B (ACS pamphlet) sets forth the "rights of 
the nonsmokers." It may or may not be appropriate to refer to 
this. Their reference to the "closed automobile" on page 26 is 
met by the nonsmoker material marked M. There is also a reference 
on page 26 to "women and cigarettes." No mention is made of the 
Yerushalmy finding that it may be the type of woman who smokes V : 

that results in low birth weight babies rather than the smoking. 
Material on this will be forwarded as N. Jf 

The ACS positions on heart disease, which certainly . V 

has to be included to reach their overall claimed mortality fig- . vi 
ures, are without regard for the fact that heart disease has not 
been causally linked to cigarette smoking and was not even claimed 
to be by the represenatives of the American Heart Association during 
the 1969 hearings. (0) The ACS position on emphysema, expressed 
in its pamphlets (C), ignores the recent HEW statement that the cause 
or causes of emphysema are not known (P). 


It is obvious that the statements concerning "black lung" 
are to frighten, that statements concerning wrinkles are to in¬ 
fluence women (on what a JAMA article finds to be an unscientific 
basis (Q)) and that, with' respect to nonsmokers, an attempt is 
being: made to create enmity between these two groups so as to make 
smoking socially unacceptable. The so-called "passive smoking" 
discussion can better be viewed in perspective by assuming that 
it is directed at causing cigarette smokers to quit rather than 
protecting" nonsmokers. In light of all this, it not surprising 
that great confusion and lack of credibility is abroad in the land 
leading, perhaps, to such findings as those in California that 
more teen-agers have tried marijuana than tobacco (TI to furnish).] 


Ill 


Theme: Throughout the past 20 years, the tobacco industry has 

demonstrated a responsible and responsive attitude toward smoking 
and! health' problems. This attitude is exemplified by grants of 
nearly $50 million to independent scientific research, by volun¬ 
tary modification of the industry's advertising policies and 
otherwise. It has, for example, been responsive to consumer de¬ 
mand by reducing "tar" levels by about 50% over the past 20 
years. [Consider in this regard the following: 
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1. Research : 

a. In 1954, representatives of tobacco manufacturers, 
growers and warehousemen established what is now known as the 
Council for Tobacco Research — U.S.A., Inc., which to date has 
granted approximately $26 million of industry money for completely 
autonomous scientific research in tobacco and health related areas. 
Through December 1973, research projects have been approved for 
298 investigators in 218 hospitals, universities and other insti¬ 
tutions. Results of this research have consistently been made 
available to the scientific community through presentations at 
scientific meetings and publication in medical and scientific 
journals. Approximately 1100 such papers have been published 

by CTR research grant recipients. (Len Zahn should check.) 

b. Since 1964, the industry also has contributed approx¬ 
imately $18 million to the American Medical Association for use in 
funding tobacco andi health research projects through its Education 
and Research Foundation. 


c. The industry also recently granted 1 $2.8 million to 
Harvard Medical School for a five-year investigation of pulmonary 
and cardiovascular diseases and $2 million to Washington University 
Medical School for basic research in cancer immunology. Again, 
the researchers have full freedom to perform' basic research and 
publish results. 


Self-Regulation: 


. a. In 1963, the industry stopped all promotion on college 

campuses. 

Y ;./ ; C 

b. In 1964, it established a code to limit its advertis¬ 
ing message to help avoid reaching young audiences. (Although the 
advertising code technically has been terminated, its principles 
are still observed.) 


c. In 1967, the industry began' a continuing program' of 
technical assistance to the FTC regarding the Commission's "tar" 
and nicotine testing. 


d. In 1969, the industry volunteered to stop all adver¬ 
tising on radio and television. Today, cigarette advertising is 
off the airways as a result of statutory implementation of this 
self-regulatory initiative. 


e. In 1970, cigarette companies voluntarily began to 
include FTC "tar" and nicotine ratings in advertising. 
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f. In 1971, the member companies of the Tobacco Insti¬ 
tute voluntarily began depicting the side of the package carrying 
the Surgeon General's warning in their advertising. 

g. In 1972, the tobacco industry consented to an order 
by the FTC which requires a clear and conspicuous disclosure of 
the Surgeon General's warning in all newspaper, magazine, bill¬ 
board and other advertising. 

h. Recent figures show that although cigarette consump 
tion is up 3.3% in the last two years, industry advertising expen 
ditures have dropped 18.8 percent. 

3. Responsiveness to consumer demands : 

The industry continues to demonstrate a responsive atti 
tude to its consumers' preferences. For example, in the past 20 
years the average "tar" levels of cigarettes have been reduced 
approximately 50%, reflecting the industry's response to the 
changing tastes of the American smoker.] 


IV 

Theme: In spite of the industry's responsibility in the areas 

described, ACS and others seem to always question tobacco men's 
motives and, in some instances it seems, thereby damage a vigor¬ 
ous approach through research and otherwise to problems that may 
be involved in smoking and health. 

■ ' >- [The ACS, for example, was quoted by AP as saying that 

the "tar" reducing trend is "clear evidence that the tobacco 
industry, despite its public disclaimers, accepts the evidence 
on the health hazards of smoking." (R) While the ACS estimated 
per capita consumption of cigarette tars at 32% less than it was 
10 years ago and 53% than 20 years ago, no credit was given the 
industry. The reduction was, instead, interpreted as some 
kind of "admission." In view of the interest in Washington in 
what has been described as a "less hazardous" cigarette--and 
recognizing that it is. the position of the industry that no 
hazard has been established—would the ACS want the tobacco in¬ 
dustry to completely ignore the entire area of "tar" and nicotine 
content? 


If suggestions are made by scientists (or the industry) 
that there is a gap in knowledge, it seems that the ACS takes 
it as a personal challenge. For example, the original publicity 
on the Hammond/Auerbach dog study stated^ that for the first time 
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lung cancer had been caused in a large experimental animal (see 
text - S). 

: ' v ✓ When mention is made of pollution, the ACS develops 
a television commercial (one of which appeared in December 1970) 
stating that if you want to do something about air pollution 
"we suggest you start with your own lungs" and showing a man 
smoking: while talking about pollution (T) . Dr. Hammond, in re¬ 
sponse to the National Research Council Report on Pollution "took 
sharp issue" and stated "I don't like pollution. It's not pleasant 
at all. It dirties curtains and has other bad effects . . . but 
lung cancer? There is no firm evidence." (U) Hammond's state¬ 
ment in 1972 that air pollution in the nation's cities has had "no 
measurable effect at all" on the rising tide of lung cancer deaths 
seems strange in the context of today's concern with air'pollution. 
It may be as Dr. Theodor Sterling and others have stated that ciga¬ 
rette smoking is "diverting attention from the effects of occupa¬ 
tional exposure on industrial workers and of the increasing air 
pollution burden on the population of our communities." (V) 

Any suggestion that there is a controversy meets with, 
at least, statements such as Dr. Williams "Nonsense" or worse a 
former Surgeon General's characterization of the persons as not 
quite honest (W). At this time, over 50 articles and letters on 
smoking and health have appeared within the last two years. 

These will be sent as X together with a list. Just by saying a 
controversy exists does not make one exist; neither does saying: 
it does not exist make it not exist. 

If research said to implicate cigarette smoking is 
questioned by the industry or if there is testimony in Congress 
or statements made to that effect, it is as if the voice of reason 
itself has been questioned'. Why isn't the Hammond data available? 
Why isn't the Auerbach dog data available? What is the justifica¬ 
tion for this? (Sterling observations on statistical data and 
recent comment on: Auerbach dogs from Environment enclosed as Y.) 

If the industry doesn't support rese%feh, it is asked why it isn't 
supporting research. If it does support research, then it is 
attached for prolonging the controversy and any organization 
having the guts to take money is also attacked. (Alex can fill 
Jim' in concerning Harvard controversy.) It can also be pointed 
out that if someone is asked whether he has tobacco support and 
answers affirmatively, that is supposed to take care of his 
opinion. (Z on accusation against Sterling.) 
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Theme: A belief that there are open questions with respect to 

smoking and health should not result in personal attacks or the 


& • 




^III^J^I^/industrydociTr^ents.ucsf .edu/<^jgs/hfyyj.(JQQ0 -■ 


use of inaccurate material. The industry is advised by a number 
of scientists considered to be independent that there are open 
questions—that there are two sides. Without going into detail 
this point should be clearly understood. On the other hand, 
the industry's research is with no strings attached and persons 
are free to publish regardless of their findings. While no 
"truce" is expected or sought in view of the differing views 
that have been expressed, it is hoped that the discussion will 
have demonstrated that the issues involved are not one-sided. 

[Depending on the trend of the conference, either indi¬ 
cate that the industry could have attacked a lot more in response 
to some of the things done or invite observations by ACS par¬ 
ticipants. Material of an adversary nature should be readily 
available if needed. This would include Seltzer's material on 
heart disease, Sterling on air pollution, the twin studies, vari¬ 
ous views concerning lung cancer taken during the hearings and 
in various published articles, etc. We may want to open up par¬ 
ticipation' on the board of ACS and possible "industry domination." 
It may be that concern over such a charge is one of the reasons 
for the present study of occupational and general exposure being 
conducted by Hammond and Selikoff. (AA) See also L. Have they 
shut their eyes to other theories?] —30— 


« 


GENERAL MEMO - ACS MEETING 


A reasonable amount of specific information not covered 
by the major presentation should be available, at least in the 
minds of those participating in the conference, for the purposes 
of rebuttal. It is possible that there will be argument with re¬ 
spect to certain medical detail and the burden will fall on who¬ 
ever the medical participants are. Care needs to be taken that 
those who agree to be present are prepared to respond to possible 
penetrating questions in a number of areas. 

There is no way of determining what specific medical 
questions might be asked but general questions which might be 
put to one or more of the assembled group include the following: 
How do you justify advertising a product that may be dangerous? 
How do you justify keeping the so-called controversy "alive"? 
Don't you feel that the industry has done some things that it 
shouldn't have? (We should make a list of any vulnerable areas.) 
Wouldn't you agree that all medical organizations, all public 
health organizations and all governments which have taken a 
stand are opposed to cigarette smoking: and say that it is bad 
for health? What doctors agree that cigarette smoking may not 
be harmful to health? Do you have any ideas for a joint project 
that would help us to satisfy you that cigarette smoking is 
harmful? 


What material, if any, should be taken to the confer¬ 
ence for distribution? —30— 
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